OIG 


1. Letter 

2. DCFS indication 10/03/16 

3. Transcript Hearing 10/05/16 

4. DCFS investigation report date. 10/03/16, finding date 11/22/16 (2266966A) 

5. Take on DCFS investigation 2266966A 

6. Documents shown to DCFS in office meeting mom had with attorney present 

7. Parents Psychological eval orders 

8. Moms vs. Dad's house 

9. DCFS investigation 09/22/14 plus notes DCFS lied about investigating, differing notes to parties. 
Told mom Investigated, told father no investigation would be done. 

10. DCFS investigation 01/24/14 plus notes. Orig. about father, twist to be made about mom. 

Father throwing things. 

- show transcript where Father admits. 

History of DV, collect police reports, lie detector test, psychologist, before claiming since no 
evidence, mom must be making it up and thus act against her and to deprive her of mother child 
relationship. Just because they don't like their job doesn't give them right to take it out on mom. 
Job too hard for them, not proper police or psychological training or investigators. 

OPWI????? Kevin? 
alleged perp was father, 

_police report. DCFS twist to be made about mom, allegation neglect? 

unfounded. When father threw, he was one reported, and placed child in harm. 

Page 4 of 5? Why does it say protective custody? 

Page 5 of 25 

Denise said allegation is harm by parent(s) to 1 year old, why leave father out of equation in 
allegation, when he threw Items? 

Did do evaluation of father's home too? Instead of Just moms 

Says to obtain police reports, it was made against father. Proves they are biased against mother. 
Says CPI to interview child and perpetrator. Mom was questioned, was dad? (no?) 

Julie Reported history of DV. 

History of DV from father was documented and made known to DCFS, and that some have been 
reported to police, some have not. Did they attempt to gather such documents, or investigate 
further? No?- Case neglect. 

CPI to instruct parent to take minor for a medical exam as required.? They are referring mom to 
hospital? This is their protocol, even when not necessary? And would cause further abuse, 
medical abuse? Their protocol is medical abuse mom not guilty. 

Page 6 Of 25 Police officer told mom she took appropriate steps to ensure the safety of her 
daughter. Thus, not placing her in harm's way, acting to protect her. 

Witness Todd Barrett: in home when DCFS arrived. 

Page 8 of 25 

Awareness made and documented on DCFS record suspicion of father's illegal drug usage near 
or around Minor child. 

Serious past abuse from father, noted and documented on DCFS record., ignored by DCFS, no 
further investigation done. 

How come father wasn't interviewed and notes weren't documented from interview with father 
when he is known source of concern to child. Wouldn't it be helpful to know more about the 
alleged perpetrator or does DCFS not care at all? They seem to only care about being bias to and 
coming down on Mother, said protective parent of shared m.c. 

CPI noted moms home is safe for child. 

Page 10 of 25, 




DCFS made aware of concern of father's mother's mental health. Ignored by DCFS, no further 
investigation, he alleged abuser. 

Past abuse from Kevin noted. 

Page 11 of 25, Concern where father threatened suicide noted in DCFS record. 

Fie was suicidal because of not wanting to pay child support. Was also threatening homicide of 
both mom and child. Only unreasonable to let child go in that situation. I thought I may not ever 
see her again. I though he was so mentally unstable he would drive both of them two off the 
road, especially with his history of mental illness and drug use if I let her go with him, and he 
was in a suicidal state. 

Fie just got worse after birth of child anyway and I didn't find out about specific mental illness 
until then either. 

This was all ignored by DCFS. No further investigation or questioning of father happened. 
Wouldn't it be logical to assume mentally unstable and prompt further investigation? Instead of 
no investigation at all, case neglect. 

CPI noted father would need help right away if concerns of him being suicidal 
02/18/14 This is when DCFS told mom to get an OP, and told her they could not help. 

See OP record. () 

Page 14 of 25 

Kevin admitted to investigator on 3/11/14 that he threw the item at Julia, not matching his first 
denial statements when initially asked about this by police officer. Perhaps he lies about other 
things in heat of moment, or earlier on in investigation. Without proper forensic psychologist, 
DCFS blaming mom for their lack of psychological resources is inappropriate and unethical. 
Threw or tossed (same thing.) he had manipulative personality. 

Father denies his drug use and dv issues since Madeline was born, but those are all lies. 

Show proof on pics drugs, and OP him admitting to throwing items and threatening to Kill mom 
Father category- Information, rents. 

Mother category, Perp? 

Father alleged perp? DCFS delusional having mental disorder Munchausen, listing things aren't 
true or falsifying documents. 

Civil wrong. 

Criminal. 

Bias and harassing of mom. Guilty of what they are accusing her of. Mom cannot control shitty 
or poor services she is being offered, they are not doing what is expected of them per protocol. 
Page 18 of 25. DCFS was not there, they are siding with father's story, ignoring past history of 
DV, proof father lied telling different stories to two different reporters. Past history of DV. 

Yet they list their final finding the same as what he said, and made report against mom, when it 
was about that. They are not that smart. 

Unfounded against mom. 

Page 21 of 25 

Preschool teacher of mom, admits she took Madeline to baby classes child is on track and Mom 
took very good care of Madeline. 

Kevin was in home for one visit, Lynn did in home visits and at school. Saw mom with child more 
to made adequate idea about mom, not so much dad. 

- says no concerns and states she feels Julia may be trying to interfere with Kevin having visit 
with Madeline. List story from F.FH. 

1 never explained full scope of abuse from Kevin to Lynn for her to know all about my real 
concerns. 

3/11/14 

Why making contact with medical personnel? Why not investigate father more. 

Page 24 of 25 CPI prompted mom to get child a welfare check at doctor. 

2 times, they in report it shows them referring mom to take child to doctor. 

Not the other way around. 



Father lied. And multiple times it says that mom no danger to child. Mental concerns of father 
and father mother noted, mom referred to doc by DCFS. 

No further investigation on father.?? 

Page 25 of 25 

Says no injury, no doctors needed, yet they are still referring mom to doc. 


DCFS investigation 2188898A 
Report date: 06/25/2015 
Final finding date: 07/27/2015 
Alleged Perp: Kevin Kramer (father) 

Unfounded 
Page 1 of 5 

2 reporters of concern of safety of child form father, ADV SAS and Police reporting a, witness to 
said abuse signs and conerns from child. 

6/25/15 

Mom went to ADV-SAS to seek help with an order of protection, to protect child from abuse 
from dad. o 

DCFS noted this threat in past reports, and alleged mom was threat of harm to child for allowing 
child to be around father with the threats he posed to child. In no way should mom's effort to 
protect child, be made to look like she is intentionally trying to deprive child of relationship with 
father. Reports were formed against mom by DCFS for her allowing the child to see the father. 
DCFS documents concern personal witness to fathers sexual abuse to child. 

And sexual abuse signs at a park form father to child, where two witnesses saw concern. 

() show police reports. Explain harassment from police. 

Says source eluded court visits with father, 

(show transcript where this was suggested by Police) 

This was endorsed by DCFS from past reports, otherwise mom was labeled to pose threat to 
child by otherwise allowing visits. 

Concern of drug use from father noted. 

They listed previous unfounded report on dad, 3/15/15 insufficient evidence) 

Flow come they never did this for mom? 

Then when mom tries to substantiate while following order and acting in effort to protect child, 
they claim mom was medically abusing child? 

When it is noted they need more evidence to protect child, mom otherwise harmful if unable to 
protect child, unable to protect child if unable to substantiate, and they refer mom to hospital, 
she is following orders. She did nothing wrong. 

No safety concerns noted from mom, unlike father, why was child eventually placed with him? 
6/26/15 

Gordon Pearson, a friend of mom tells police he is concerned about child, she is showing signs 
related to sexual abuse after being with dad. 

Witness to child sexual abuse signs besides mom Gordon Pearson. Match DCFS website signs of 
sexual abuse 


SCR found pending, so forward and Rl? 
Page 2 of 25 



Mother listed as mother substitute? 

That is derogatory and rude of them to call mom that. Why don't they say similar things about 
father? That is rude, unprofessional and biased. 

Why does child and father have subject ID's and not mom??? 

Page 3 of 5, evidence to suggest father did no offend: that there is no evidence to substantiate: 
Witnesses came forth, two, and one witnessing the act. 

DCFS basically confirmed he is risk of harm to child, by alleged mom perp by allowing child 
around him due to risk of harm posed by him. Why no investigate a supervised visitation or 
some kind of safety plan or case transfer instead of just leaving child in known place of alleged 
harm? 

Mom had evidence to substantiate, but never thoroughly investigated by DCFS, court of police 
personnel. 

Mom left alone wondering where to find help, but tried to help child none the less. Mom not a 
danger to child. 

Source of this report is the biological mother and she had made repeated allegation of sexual 
abuse against father, a for these have been unfounded. 

Mom not source of this report. Her meeting with ADV SAS< was for help with op. She did not 
know they would call DCFS. ADV SAS called DCSF, not mom. And Gordon, meeting with police, 
another source. For them to blame mom as source, shows how they are hard on her when she is 
only trying to protect minor child. 

This is abuse and harassment form DCFS for blaming mom or writing false or unreasonable 
statements about her in report, trying to form her character in a way to make her look like 
someone she is not which works against the best interest of the minor child. 

Unfounded reports do not deny the possibility of abuse. Show transcript. And all reports on dad 
listed evidence to prove abuse which went ignored or uninvestigated by DCFS, when some of 
these could have been indicated at least or founded at best. At least some safety plan or 
preventative measure from DCFS could have been ordered to prevent reoccurrence of abuse 
threat, would provide less reports to be made. Lack of action, neglect from DCFS bias against 
mom, unprofessionalism, unsure how to do their job, they are not professional psychologist or 
case evaluators state need to provide forensic psychologist counseling service to police 
department and order that police have at least bachelor in psychologist to better help provide 
care from children all this money and people in DCFS and they are still unwilling to or unsure 
how to help the child, placing child in direct harm way by not protecting and alleging mom is 
problem, due to them not knowing how to do their jobs properly mom is not at fault for them 
not knowing or how to protect child, when they should. Problem exists, no matter who reports 
it. If DCFS job to protect and unprotect, it is their fault for not handling past invest better or 
ordering supervised visit. Not reporters fault. Not mom fault, not mom report when someone 
else report. They are just blaming mom for everything it seems. 

Child did show signs in line with sexual abuse according to DCFS webpage, at time of exams. 
Most child abusers are psychopaths, and are attributed to lying, no reason to say abuse or 
threat isn't existent just because per denies it. Past history of lying proven in report overlooked 
by DCFS . lack of through investigation. 

Psychologist would solve this problem. They should have referred the child to professional help, 
instead of unfounding reports when they can't investigate properly before closing as they don't 
know the legal technical skills or know how. 

It says "a recommendation" has been made to unfound this report. I wonder what that means 
or if they have the right to unfound an allegation just because someone recommends that they 
do that. This could be without good reason. 

Child listed as child victim. 

Page 2 of 31: listed a no possible media high profile, IDs for dad and child not mom. 



Page 3 of 31. Just because insufficient evidence, doesn't mean abuse didn't occur, maybe they 
could have investigated further like psych eval, supervised visit to monitor behavior with father 
and child at Winnebago sexual assault. Or Rockford., they didn't go through with following 
procedures to provide evidence. Child still in danger, and unfounded due to their lack of 
investigation or know how or willingness to follow through 
Drug use of father noted. 

Page 7 of 31, even if no signs of abuse at physical time of exam, abuse can still be occurring. 
Exams were usually schedules 3- 5 days after first signs of abuse, and they say signs heal quick. 
Sangita Rangala said physical exam not reliable enough. 

Page 10 of 31 

Gerald Gibson writes that there was no evidence that came close to supporting the allegation. If 
Gordon Pearson a witness substantiated, how is that not coming close? 
why would they write father was a low-key guy and cooperative. That sounds shows favor of 
father, taking a personal liking, they were deceived by his tricky mind. He is a psychotic, known 
concern by Mary, 

List link to web page, explain how he leaved child with strange sitter to go make song, I smell the 
blood of an innocent one, etc. 

List song lyrics. 

Alex waters, show pic, of him and father. He never asked to see pic. If psychologist he would 
have questioned better, instead of not asking what mom meant by this. 

Later Gerry unprofessional wot then to testify against mom, to say she was lying about 
everything due to claims she was showing fear of men, when no fear shown to him in the home 
People that look like dad she afraid of, that is understandable by professional psychologists he 
was not and had no right to testify against mom or try to threaten mom's position or right to 
provide care for minor child, which such effort may jeopardize safe home and contribute to 
endangerment of child given known conerns of dad, would have jeopardized mom character, 
and placed child in known place of harm by DCFS record alone, 
no professional interview was done between g and child or mom 
No recording, etc. professional expertise, which owl be helpful. No schooling or proper 
equipment. 

A professional psychologist at police station who can question, can offer expert testimony 
valuable in court of law only say goes, compared to 100 DCFS personnel put together who have 
no legal training to testify as an expert in such matters. No trained psychologist. 

Page 15 of 21. Child noted to be taken good care of by mother. Healthy clean and nourished. 

Free of any sign of abuse or neglect with mom. 

Page 18 of 31 

Says Gordon Pearson was witnessing to abuse? So how not substantiated. 

Page 19 of 31: this is ganging up on mom, slander biases, to the max. 

DFS had no right to saw, there is no evidence of abuse, there had not been evidence. 

They listed themselves evidence which supported abuse, in their reports. It says mom is creating 
this and hospital hopping. It is noted in report that there are witnesses besides mom, so mom 
not creating this, threat of dad recognized by DCFS. They can view the video on his YouTube to 
prove mom not making u allegations. This is false statement offered by DCFS to falsify or 
exaggerate the truth thus a lie and a civil wrong. 

Doctors and DCFS noted to refer and recommend mom bring child to hospital, not moms effort 

intentionally yet despite mom listening, she was labeled as neglectful in_report. 

The protocol of available services to child is not moms fault and even in some exams, child 
showed sings consisted with abuse which was ignored by DCFS. She was prescribed creams, due 
to infections caused by father. 

When did the child report nothing occurred? She was never questioned at this time. They have 
nor right to say she didn't report anything. She was never interviewed. Father has lied in past 



reports, why are they believing him he proves due to his lies that he is not credible. That is not 
moms fault. 

Several reports that nothing ever came of it. That is not moms fault. They claim mom lied about 
calling the police, that is a lie. 

They never tried to get police record. Falsification of information by DCFS in effort to contribute 
to criminal child endangerment. Guilty of child abuse themselves. 

Says the mom lied about seeing incident in the park. Flow can they say that if her witness was 

present and also reported this to police? The_not allowing visits with father. Father had not 

seen child in weeks. Mom was told by enforcement to withhold visitation to protect child until 
judge hears matter. The child is safe, (due to not seeing father)????????????? 
psa waives weekly contact with child victim./ 

If weekly contact with child was a potential, why didn't they do this, as this would have crated 
rapport and would have been helpful all along instead of making biased judgments from the 
outside without every being in the child's life regularly. Peoples testimonies who were with child 
regularly, were ignored. Why not have weekly visits by DCFS, to be able to make a better call. 
This proves insufficient investigation 
Page 20 of 31: 

Gordon Pearson listed known witness to child abuse confirms mom concern and not making up. 
Gordon witness child sexual abuse signs form child and witnessed park incident. Mom not 
making up. Flow can they see this and deliberately form false report on mom? 

Synopsis of false statements were made on 7/01/15 by demos on page 19 Of 31. Before 
investigate other witness. Flow can they formulate conclusion of report without talking to 
witness first? Gordon interview listed on page 20 of 31 which happened on 7/24 
/15 

They cannot make judgements on mom without thoroughly investigating first such statements 
should not have been listed in reports. 

She is not a very good supervisor. Jumps to throw mom under bus instead of investigating 
thoroughly to protect minor child mom and child both do not deserve this. 

Page 20 of 31. Gerry met with collateral witness who corroborated mom statement and went to 
testify against mom on 11/13/15 that mom lied. Direct effort to cause mom and child emotional 
pain and suffering 
Page 22 of 31 

Father substantiate mom statement, mom is not a liar 

Flow can mom be reasonable to allow visit with abuse and threats from father, when in the past 
she was noted for neglect for allowing child to be with father and said threat. 

June 14 incident, he touched her and admitted to me in car. On ride home. 

Show police report. 

Father admits park incident. 

Therefore, mom not lying about it? Otherwise father is too. DDCFS abusive to mom by 
forming false harsh reports on her to try to damage her character. 

Kevin admits Gordon Pearson present at park incident. Admits he took her leggings off. 
Admits some, but will not incriminate herself common among people who are smart enough 
to talk way out of prison. Fie is not a stupid person. Tricky, needs professional investigating, 
not by untrained psychologist's. Fie can trick their minds very easily. Tough one to 
interrogate. 

Just because he denies sexual abuse in front of his lawyer doesn't mean he really isn't doing 
int. in past, he lied when being interviewed on spot. In stressful situation, and later admitted 
to it when he had time to cool down, it is likely this is a similar situation where he freezes up 
and lied under stress. Fie is a pathological liar. Show proof of lies. 




Why would they ask Kevin to explain my reasoning for something. 

Doctors could never confirm abuse was not possible? They listed some signs in light with 
abuse. It was never confirmed to not be possible. 

Give Kramer a lie detector. Mom has witnesses to substantiate her statements, she is a 
reliable source. Father lies trying to not get in trouble, being forced by mom, Steele his 
uncle. He is not going to confess abuse in front of his family 

Because Kramer told CPI that mother wanted him to terminate his parental rights, then CPI 
terminated the interview? Sounds like a father favorer, that shows he got mad and probably 
explained why he got on stand to testify against mom, despite having evidence otherwise. 

He shouldn't react and stop investigating. He cannot take it as truth and react to the point of 
getting angry and terminating interview. His statement alone is not enough to stop 
interviewing the alleged sexual perpetrator. That is uncalled for a case corruption. 

NO evidence mom was asking him to drop his parents' rights to Madeline. That is a made-up 
theory by Kevin to protect him from allegations. He is using it as a defense mechanism. 
Sounds biased 

What questions if more would have been asked if interview was not terminated 

There is no child psychologist involved, all is relation of hearsay statements. Diaper rash and 

sexual activity are signs of abuse according to DCFS website. 

Explain wiping by Kevin's mother. () She told Kevin he was a pussy, and was smacking 
Madleine Kevin told me he was concerned of his mom to child and said he thought she was 
a danger to Madeline, he kept leaving Madeline there, and thus shows his lack of concern. 
His mom was forcing him to pursue visits, and was meeting with lawyer for him. He told 
mom he didn't want this, perhaps if forced, he could be taking out abuse on Madeline. 

Page 29 of 31 says recommendation has been made to unfound this report. 

Page 30 of 31 

Witness confirm mom credible and also saw concerns of abuse. 

11. DCFS investigation 11/19/15 2188898B 
OPWI: Mother 
Page 1 of 7 
11/19/15 

Asked for reliable source, from non- for-profit organization, Abigail's women's clinic from 
Mendota Illinois, to be present with child before and after visitation since DCFS was claiming 
mom wasn't a credible source. Due to the concerns alone, lady from Abigail's women's clinic 
called and reported the concern for abuse to DCFS. She didn't want to get involved because her 
husband didn't approve. 

She was never present with child and thus no DCFS investigation should have spurred from this, 
but one was anyways. It should have just gotten thrown out. 

There is no record of the conversation that was had between mom and woman. The mother 
could have just stated her signs, and her statements of what mom had said would be considered 
hearsay, as they could have been twisted. She could have stated her signs, and said how they 
matched abuse signs, and were a problem, but not necessarily alleging abuse. But DCFS took a 
report more seriously, from a stranger who had saw nothing, claiming the investigation was 
sexual molestation. They knew it would get unfounded and they could add this to their report. 
Reporter did not see child or father at all, inappropriate to open up to this report to add to pile 
of unfounded reports to use later on, in efforts to act biased against mom. 

IT says reporter has not seen anything for Madeline abuse related, then why would they make 
an allegation of harm against father and open up report based on a hearsay statement of a 
conversation. 


11/23/15 



Child returned form visitation with new found fear, behavior and personality change, which are 
in line with sexual abuse signs listed on DCFS website. 

Alongside sexual abuse concerns, child expressed that her father took a shower with her. 

Child expressed fear of taking a bath, 

Child disclosure of sexual abuse noted in DCFS report. 

Child was expressing newfound fear of bath which was not present before visit with father. This 
went on for so long that I let her skip one bath, and then while the newfound fear continued 
and I decided she needed to get on with the normal routine, I asked her why she was afraid of 
bath time and she responded with the child disclosure. 

Police were contacted who said that they would do nothing except for maybe refer the report to 
DCFS. 

Mother did not pursue medical attention, (not medically abusive) 

Father reported to use drugs. 

The mother asked hospital on phone what they thought if anything should be done. First night 
home, child showed fear and physical signs, second night, the child made disclosure, that is 
when mom began to believe understandable reason for concern. Child was also poking at 
genitals while making disclosure. So, mom called doctor. DCFS was telling mom she needed 
substantive evidence to back concerns, concerns and disclosures and signs and witnesses alone 
were not enough. 

Doctor said to have DCFS tell them what they wanted to do. 

Page 2 of 7 

Later that night, Madeline was saying her mouth hurt, and she was poking her finger in and out 
of her mouth while saying it hurt, and dad. 

And was motioning similar to her genitals. I called the police back to have them add that to their 
report, they apparently called DCFS and informed them of that concern. 

Child did not use term penis. 

Flow does police officer tell DCFS that source possibly has M. H. concerns? 

Flow can reporter who was not presents, concern for abuse happening or not be relied on. 

His opinion wouldn't matter. 

Page 3 of 7 

Mother listed as mother substitute 

Page 4 of 7, they did not list the evidence of concern for penetration or molestation in the 
evidence suggesting that allegation was true. They are only going off first report. There are 
three reports in this report. 

Page 5 of 7 

Why no counseling or supervised visits for further investigation into the matter. They will 
believe their statements, which are to be denying abuse claims to stay out of trouble, and allow 
abuse to continue. And they won't believe mom even with evidence and credible witnesses, 
when her action is for the betterment of the minor child. 

Subsequent reports were made later due to newer signs presented from child. DCFS made 
aware of child disclosure of abuse. Reporter Abigail's women's clinic. Child afraid of dad, and 
telling of abuse after unsupervised visitation with dad. 

Mother substitute. 

12. DCFS investigation 07/20/16 Report from Bev, 



-child abuse and disclosure of abuse. 

-mother substitute, if they weren't biased against me?? 
a. Police report. By Reporter. 

A perez Police report 
Not from Mr. Dergance 
Affidavit of B. G and J 



